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In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and
policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees and institutions participating in or administering USDA
programs are prohibited frodiscriminating based on race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity
(including gender expression), sexual orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income
derived from a public assistance program, politicaleti&| or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in

any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). Remedies and
compliant filing deadlines vary by program or incident.

Persons with disabilitiewho require alternative means of communication for program information (e.g., Braille,

|l arge print, audi otape, American Sign Language, et c.

Center at (202) 722600 (voice and TTY) or contact USDA thugh the Federal Rel&erviceat (800) 8778339.
Additionally, program information may be made available in languages other than English.

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form, AD
3027, found online at http;//www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html and at any USDA office or write a letter
addressed to the USDA and providdhe letter all of the information requested in the form. To request a copy of

the complaint form, call (866) 632992. Submit your completed form or letter to USBY(1) mail: U.S.

Department of Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary for CivihRigl400 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, D.C. 20250410; (2) fax: (202) 690442; or (3) emailprogram.intake @usda.gov

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.
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CHAPTERINTRODUCTI ON

Hanging LakgHL) is located off of Interstate 70, approximately 10 miles east of Glenwood Springs, in

Garfield County, Coloradddanging Lakes situated between the resort commusité Vail and

Glenwood Springandis in close proximity to AsperHanging Lake habeconre o ne of highol or ado
profile iconictourism destinatiomandis marketed as a musee anduclet list hike.Hanging Lake is

cited as being a unique example of a lake formed by travertine deposition, and supports one of the best
examples of a hanginggden plant community in the the southern Rocky MountairiBhe site is also

one of the larger and least altered travertine systems, where natural geologic and hydrologic processes
continue to operate as they have done throughout the history of théVidkever 150,000 visitors

annually, the areas experiencing safety issues, aratural resurce and facility degradatignall of

which are negatively impactitigh e vi si tar s experience

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared to determinbaviedtects of the proposed
management plan and rela@divities may be significant enough to prepareranrenmental impact
statementBy preparing this EA, we are fulfilling Forest Service policy and direction to comply with the
National EnvironmentdPolicy Act (NEPA) and other relevant federal and state laws and regulations.

This EA discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental effects that would result from the
proposed action and ragtion (baseline) alternativeAdditional documentation, including more detailed
analyses of project area resources, may be found in the project planning record located at-thelyEagle
Cross District Office in Minturn, Colorado or onliaghttps://www.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=50479

Background

The Hanging Lake project area consists of 128 acres that includes: ththatalkeitself, upper Spouting

Rock waterfall, Dead Horgereek and Colorado Departmentof Trgne r t at i onbés ( CDOT) i n
(parking lot, 70 on and off ramps, Coloradav@r recreation path, refuse containers, picnic sites,

parking area restroom, and a trailhead vault toilet). Th@tdject arednasintermixedland ownership

between Xcel Energy, CDOT, and the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).

Themidl 9 806 s b r o uegdndtructiolwfdntetstate’dterough Glenwood Canyon along the
Colorado River. This construction project consolidated over thirty accesadsitvn to four major points
of access along the highway with the Hanging Lake rest area being one of them.

At that time,CDOT and theUSFSdesigned the parking area with approximately 110 spzased on
projected use and future growth to it (including theuse @ the trai). Several decades passed and use
slowly grewatthe Hanging Lake site. In the |&280® ,she Forest Serviceas successful in receiving a
Colorado G@O grant to replacel a n g i n gagihghdarelvdakk and railing syste Therecmstruction
consisted of a newly designed articulating railing system along the steepest sectionsaabirgilpsite
boardwalk at the lake with benches, interpresigms and a safetyockfall screen above the lake. The
trail was closed for most of 2009 and Kawyesin 2010 to complete the worla 2011 the National Park
Service designated Hanging Lake as a National Natural LandiMB& NNL)

In recent yearssocial mediahas furthepopulaized the siteand use has continued to increadfh the
growthin visitation therest area site bame congestedith vehicles duringpeak summer weekendsd
parkingcongestiorbecame a realitgevendaysa week throughout the summeréis congestiomas led
to parked vehiclesn thesidewalks, recreation pathndgrass aread.raffic issues arose along Interstate
70 as visitors parked vehicles along the highway and thar@hofframps when the parking lot was
completely full.


https://www.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=50479
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The White RivemlNational Forest and the Eagholy Cross Ranger District convened a working grofip
stakeholderin 2013that includedCDOT, the City ofGlenwoodSpringsTourism Board, Garfield
County officials, Xcel Energy, 1$. Department of Transportation, and ColiweState Patrol. The goal of

this stakeholder group was to brainst@iort, medium, andlong-term managemeractionsfor HL.
o fVolperCamtes por t at i

The White River National Forest hired the

S.

Depart ment

(Volpe)in 2013 to assist \th site capacity, transportatioand operation strategies.

The group of stakeholdeatsofundedand maagedthe site during the interimigh-use visitatiorseasons
from 2013 to 2017Theinterim management solutioniscludedusing temporaryJSFSemployees to
manage parking onsitén addition,CDOT redesigned araffic turn-around designategbarking,added a
temporarytraffic gate, and updatadterstatesignage. Thesghorttermmanagement acins were
established aan interventiorwhile preparing dong-term management plan
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Figure 1. Hanging Lake Vicinity Map
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Purpose and Need

Thepurposeof the action:
9 To protect and preserve the unique and fragile natural resources at the Hanging Lakelarea,
sustainopportunities fohigh-quality recreatiorexperienceand the related socieconomic
contributions taadjacent communities.

Theneedfor action is driven by:
1 The growing volume of use to the Hanging Lake Aremnual visitation has grown ter
150,000visitors with anaverage of 1,000 hikers per day, between May@etdber
1 The unmanagedsitationis causing degradation to the infrastructure (parking lot, trail tread,
bridges, boardwalks and railing systems), which has resulted in safety issues.
1 The unmanagedsitationhas caused resource damage including compacted soils, loss of plant
habitat, degradation of water quality, and impacts to historic features.
The volume of traffic on and off Interstate 70 has resulted in safety issues.
The visitor experience #e Hanging Lake Area has been negatively impaasadresult of the
unmanaged use.

1
1

Proposed Action

The proposed action is to approve and implement the Proposed Hanging Lake Area Management Plan,
which has within it several key decisions that will supjpeasible and longerm management actions.

More specifically, the plan would (a) allocate and manage the area to a defined daily capacity of 615

visitors per day, year round; (b) manage this capacity throughlza&esl reservation or permit system;

(c) utilize a third partymandatorytransportation provider in order to allocate and manage to the areas
daily capacity during the fPe dthraughOdobes dthandur r ent |
implement an adaptive management strategy to ertsat the intent of the plan continues to be realized

in light of potential future changes.

The overall goal of the HL Plan is to create and implement a management system that is implementable,
sustainable, and maintains the areas defined desiredioasdiy meeting the following objectives:

I.  Protect natural resources
Il. Manage congestion
M. Enhance public safety
V. Improve visitor experience
V.  Support local tourism

While the proposed Hanging Lake Management plan will set management direction on USFS lands,
working with stakeholders and partners will be integral to implementing the goals and objectives and to
long-term management success.
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Figure 2. Land Ownership and Project Area Map

Forest Plan Direction

This proposal would move th¢anging Lake project ardaward desired conditions described in the

goals and objectives outlined in th@02White RiverNationalForest Landand Resource Management
Plan CRMP). This EA is tiered to theRMP Final Environmental Impac&tatemenand Reord of

Decision Current management direction and LRMP goals, objectives, and strategies applicable to this
analysis can be found in tiReoposed Hangingake ManagemerRlan

As
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The project area is located within the FoflstnManagement Area prescriptiof.4 Recreation Rivers
Designated and Eligibte This project is in conformance with 4.4 Management Area desired condition,
goals and objectivesk-or a complete description see Appendix 4

The project will be designed to@weform to the Forest LRMP and all other laws, regulations, and policies.
Forest LRMP standards and guidelines will be applied as appropriate to meet Forest Plan goals and
desired conditions for all resourc@fie 20@ White River LRMP can be found:
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/whiteriver/landmanagement/?cid=fsbdev3 001228

Decision and Implementation

The deciding officialvill decide whether to: 1) Implement tRmposed Hanging Lake Management

Plan, 2) Modify theProposedHanging Lake Management Plan, or 3) Not implemenPttoposed

Hanging Lake Management Plan at tliset. An affirmative decision on tHeroposedHanging Lake
Management Plan authorizes implementation of the management tools contained therein but does not
dictate implementation methods as there is a host of implementation tools available to the USFS that
would meet thespecificdesired conditions, indicators and thresholds described in the plan.

The deciding official will consider implementation methods basedegalauthorities, feasibility,
technicaland operationdbgistics operation and capitakedsjongtermsustainability, and USFS
physical and financiatapabilities.

A suite of phased management actions could be implemented, including but not lirmtedcsed
educationinterpretatiorand outreachsigning, increased ranger presence, engineeongols €.g.

barriers, trail hardeningyost and cablesgtc), adjustingransportatiortimes groupsize limits, and
change of daily capacity limitgp or down.

The following is a brief description sbme, but not all, of the methods the Forest Service could utilize to
implement the HL plan. These options could be phasagsed aloneor incombination:

1. Utilize Recreation.gov to issue reservations through the National Recreation Reservation
Service.There is an administrative fee for this reservation systém.USFS intent is to
provide fair and equal opportunity to access a permit reservation system.

2. Manage capacity through the Outfitter and Guide (O&G) via its permitting process using the
O & G @eservation system.

3. Manage capacity throughathipdar t y transportation providerds
4. Manage capacity through a reservation system and allow for parking on site.

5. Provide enhanceshanagement and specializaditor services, reclaman, restoration and
otheronsite needsvia instituting aSpecial Recreation Perniit accordance witthe Federal
Lands Recreation Enhancement Act (FLREA}pecialrecreation permit would generate
revenue that would allow f@ustainable osite managemerdctions This would require
following national and regional processes and would include a separate public participation
process. This tool may lhasedn andintegrated into the above four options.

Specific implementation detaidgich as cdshow to obtain a permit, etwill be determined by theption
and/orservice providesselected above; howevell, theimplementatiormethodsabovewould meet the


file:///C:/Users/kchopkins/Desktop/Hanging%20_Lake/The%202002%20White%20River%20LRMP%20can%20be%20found%20https:/www.fs.usda.gov/detail/whiteriver/landmanagement/%3fcid=fsbdev3_001228
file:///C:/Users/kchopkins/Desktop/Hanging%20_Lake/The%202002%20White%20River%20LRMP%20can%20be%20found%20https:/www.fs.usda.gov/detail/whiteriver/landmanagement/%3fcid=fsbdev3_001228
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goals, objectivesand desired conditioof the planA variety of methodscould beneeded in case one
approactproves to be infeasible, does not meet goals of the plah¢@nditionschangeover time.
Numerous comments were received regarding implementation gdstatie following supplemental
information is provided in order to drbss some of thogpiestions.

Transportation Service

Thedecisionfrom thisEA would issue aspecial us@ermit for a set number of service datgsprovide

for commerciatransportatiorservicesduring the peak seaswithin the615capacity, as well asther
associated customeerviceopportunitiesas theyarise. These commercial services may occur outside the
mandatory seasoihe decision will not address the business rule details ardéimsportatiorservice as

that isoutsidethe scopef this environmental analysidhe commerciaktransportation systemould be

the only authorized vehicle acceéeghe Hanging Lake ardar the general publiduring the peak season
(May through October).

Reservation System

The decisiorfrom thisEA would make the determination to institute a reservation system witald
executeand allocate visitation tthe daily capacitypf 6150n the trail. Anyreservation systemtilized
would be required t@rovide for equal and fair accefss visitorsto obtain a permifTheresevation
systemwould also be used to stagighetiming of visitors so as toeduce crowding@n the trailand
enhancehe visitor experiencd he reservation system business swdaddetailswill not beprovidedin
this analysisas those details will be dependentthe service provider.

Fees

The Hanging Lake Management plan would result in a fee for a variety of identified visitor services
needed to implement the plan. While there are numerous implementation toolmntbatutilized to meet
the plans overall goals, objectivasd desired conditions, all result in some type of fee to cover
operational costs related to reservatiares)sportatiorservice, enhanced visitor servicessite
maintenanceandForest Servicénprovements. A reservation system is needed to allocate the daily
visitor capacity year round in order to address crowding, safety and resource damagaiasidéson to
providing the customer with ginglepoint of contact for resenians and fee collectiouring the oft
peak seasowjsitors will be able to drive tthe Hanging Lake parking arebut will still be required to
obtain a permit through a reservation system in order to ensure tisedsilg capacity is not exceeded.

Thereservation and transportatif@es will not cover enhanced visitor services and restoration,
maintenanceand infrastructure impk@ments needed esite. It is likely that a additional feavould
bepursued undethe FLREA authority and phaséd over subsequent yeara.fee proposal under
FLREA would have its own public scoping periadd requirea business plan identifying specific
operational and management costs neéaletthe Hanging LakeArea An example of orsite needs
identified in the planmg process includebyt is not limited toranger presence, interpretation and
educationas well as addressinil improvements, deferred maintenameeinfrastructure (bridge
replacement/repairs, railing/boardwalk repairs, and signaggpration ath reclamation efforts,
andmonitoring

Public Involvement

In 2012, The White River National Forest convenestakeholdegroupto examineananagement
plamingfor Hanging LakeThe goal of this stakeholder group waslevelopmanagement actiorier
short, medium and longrm for the Hanging Lakproject aea.Also in 2012, the White River National
Forest hired th®epartment of Transportati®) John A. Volpe Centéo assist with capacity,
transportation and operatigtudies.The stakeholdegrouphelped guide the Forest Servicduad and
manage the site during the interim periozn 2012 to 2017high-use seasons.

As



Hangi ng LakePIMann aEgnevmiermotn ment al

Since the stakeholder group was first formmadnthlydiscussionfiave taken plac&he Forest Service
hasoutreached with thpublic inseveralpublic meetingsnumerougpresemations, radio showsnd
newspaper articleé\n initial 30-day scoping period invitetthe publi¢ organizations, and agencies
comment on the Draft Hanging Lake Management Biafiugust 222017 and degal notice was
published in the newspaper of recoftie Vail Daily, onthe same daylhe Forest Service received
approximately 15@€ommentsduring this initial scoping period

Issues broughforward by the publicfrom the initial scoping periodre adiressed in thelanging Lake
Management Plaandbr in thisEA. Some of those issu@scludebut are not limitedo: transportation
service Glenwood CanyomRiver andbike trail access, capacity, ease of reservation system,
trail/infrastructure improvements, ranger preserdeicationfees,restorationand localuser
displacementFor detailed information see the Comment Analysi&ppendix5.

10
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CHAPTERDESCRI PTI OWMEADH ERNATI VES

Proposed Action

The proposed action is to approve and implement the Proposethglhiage Area Management Plan

which has within it several key decisions that will support feasible andtlrmg management actions.

More specifically, the plan would (a) allocate and manage the area to a defined daily capacity of 615

visitors per day, year round; (b) manage this capabitgugh a fedbased reservation or permit system;

(c) utilize a third party transportation provider in order to allocate and manage to the areas daily capacity
during the APeako seas ofthrughDctober B81Y); ang (dpimpempememe d f r om
adaptive management strategy to ensure that the intent of the plan continues to be realized in light of

potential future changes.

The overall goal of the HL Plan is to create and implement a management system that is implementable,
sustainable, anahaintains the areas defined desired conditions by meeting the following objectives:

I.  Protect natural resources
1. Manage congestion
M. Enhance public safety
V. Improve visitor experience
V.  Support local tourism

No-Action Alternative

Therectdalothnernati ve would conmntmidrue tthe mamageatt manklg

T No set daily capacity | imits

T Yearmund vi pietrastoin@adc aceeéhs cl e

T Forest aB@arvticeer ogtgtafipBaz o tdinmyinesr mid s eechtdry avail at
f undiunrg rpgastehaezsun r gmit-Magday) .

T Forest Servi ce sftoacfufs wonslatda edaggni ainighsiamegge st i on
stage amwmdiiwrinesawaywhdnd wtisgitmgssand par king

T For®erwpiresalnereg t he trail, at wohuel d ackoent iannude abt:
on available funding, but would I|ikely not be

T Infrastructure such as the watboaddwalkiandf et
barri emageste e edeed emmai meecanaeddr essed

Issuesor AlternativesConsidered But Not Carried Forward

Issues considered but not ¢ad forwardat this timeincluded additional planning for aomprehensive
Glenwood Canyon management plahe USFSCDOT and otheaffectedand interested parties
recognize thad comprehensive plan is neededaddresgreatewisitor displacementccesssite
capacity, visitor conflictcrowding and infrastructure needsthe canyonHowever the rapidincreasen
visitationand subsequent management issatddanging Lakeprecipitated the more urgent need for a
dedicatedHanging Lakeplan. Comprehensivglanningfor Glenwood Canyowvill be consideredo
addressheoverall Canyonssuesas a separate analysis in the future.

Anotheralternative ooptions consideredut not fully analyzed was Option #4, as described in the

Vol pebs fiHanging Lake Tr ans (SudyAppandixd)O pa n do REA#He4r. a thii o
Speci al Permit Fee wit hodforfubdnalysisds theperatiomssstudtyot br oug

11
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provided @ough informatiorto conclude that iflid not meet the goals, objectives and other
considerations agquired andthereforewas notcarried forwardWhile Option #4is technicallyfeasible,
manageability and operatiahneedsvould require far more physical and financial capacity ftben
USFS at a time when budgetsd staffing are uncertain.

12
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CHAPTERENVI RONMENBFAFLECTS ORALTEHENATI VES

This section summarizes the social, physical, and biological environments of the projecidatea

estimated effects associated with the implementation of the Hanging Lake Management Plan (proposed
action). The existing environmental catimh serves as the baseline condition for each resotinee.
alternatives were analyzed to provide a comparison of the effects to the baseline condition.

These analyses draw on the best available science as well as guiding laws and polidi&&R{dRand
the Endangered Species A®Resources not included in this EA were thesourceshat the proposed
action does not have the potential to impact that resource.

Complete specialist reports, Biological Assessments, Biological Evaluationssfarehcegited have
been includedh the official project record.

Recreati on
Af fected Environment

The HL Area is iconic to Colorado and to Garfield Countigere it resides. The locedurism destination
communities of Glewood Springs, Basalt, addpenrely on this natural feature as a tourism draw.
Maintaining the soci@conomic contributiongenerated bylanging Lakevisitorsto our local
communitiess apparent and importantanagement goals for the Forest.

Hiking use has grown from approxately 78,000 hikers in 2012 tp@roximatelyl50,000 hikers in

2016. This growth has resulted in resource damage on and near the trail including widening and
vegetation trampling. Thiafrastructue of bridges, boardwalks and railing systems are failing due to the
high use andontinuedncreasingn visitors Congestion in the parking aredgngthe trail, at the lake

and Spouting Rockreatesafety issues, trail impacts, infrastructure damagd,impacty i si t or 6 s
experiences

35,000
30,000
25,000 2012

20,000 2013
2014
2015
10,000 — 2016

,_.
o
=
=
=

Visitors

5,000
0

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
Figure 3. Hanging Lake TrailheadMonthly Traffic Averages
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Since 1972, Hanging Lake Trail #1850 has been managed and maintained by tHédBaGless
Ranger Di st r i dhedralisoperato Hikexgupng looth tha sammer amdnter seasons.
The Hanging Lake Traik 1.2 miles long with .2 of thieail traveling on the CDOT paved recreatjath
along the Colorado River.
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OP<SOD-" DT POO—O0DDT

oun == 3o
0 "0 o

Hangliawkgg9er age xypiesd vdermicneg ¢ & ®iogp eafkt esn chensggoetsptdesdd a s
arrilwmgwait an hour fonaaimar Himpesdpdheyi omfaves
travel ed ormoaver & e ttVirisse fsic @ang iztr ahti ¢gkder. thinedg acces s

i ssTUleagi t at eldalseianddss eeto cointf v it e 8@ o ntahe visitors al
UFS st aff. Once on the trail, there are ak averag
seasonSaeemyCapacitydStudy, Appendi x

The Lake and Spouting Rockgrregatdeatattthhase i towo plod
phot os nd rest | eadi Wgthotbeasgsttbhbrgaabhdsbbergeateo
i n vandallsm and resourtcreudtamag ea ad@magth faidteb ¢ & ma d o1
i ssue on the historic shelWetrhwabhhi modeasne diay cias
beamncr easeviomisteei post edOnegoyagi vens. day,wagde&opl e
onhe | ogt,hteh,bhk atnt@frf ng their dogs.
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The natur al e n vd ergornandeantt i thoa st hseh oi wiscur fdfafs&i @ nne suesrec, e
and difsaregtaitodns. The surrounding riparian area al ¢
compact edoftfroam |lu steor slre tv i osti e rtThHpea sosroemgpka clt @ mkn. has c a
| oefs vegent atthieosne areas which evenofuasdiyl caasest i aic
Vi s iftroergsthe rktel yabove thectreatl nigeil onpdocsteds & & 0 & kn

cr eatoitcnegnt o t henvoasiWidaemwmdstfraoim i ti es along the t|
vi siltemahwena n awaosntge t he t rheeiall tvnh i usaad sadagnndg t he tr a
Deadhorse Creek.

NeActi on Alternative

Undemaetchta lothe ntntdFiSvy eand CDOT woulvdorcome i marade® temeal e
undeext Being condition all owéang Camupagsutbildmc amd daaf
i ssues would continu®O,i nandealpanmd&itnlge atrreai,| .o nT loe 9 ¢
i ssuescowmdatulmadiwee dibotelct and i ndi rreeclta tneedg antai nvaeg ei nmepnatc t:
conducGlQT baynd Col oraasd owedtlataes Poathrkala |l iorcga | wiatghe ntch e

11 egal par ki ntghHelvo Ad sl aveenlnlt | an@d ed st @ @ dyrhédsuti yaame a s .

Assumptions are that visitation will continue to
|l ocations along on/off ramps and the shoul ders of
conditiong0ahemgetthraah i ng e mmedr gveenhciyc | peesr saocncneesls at o
I n Ndaetion ailtlermatvivei tor capacity |l imitation an
emergency calls to the already taxedr &asdéi el d Cou
Unmanaged#i ngewautdin continued and increased nega

such as broken irrigatparnkilngnelsot daanmta,greeis tga cgeesch nsapi
Ssi gannsdncrdemasat enarecea sst af f

Tke -aotion altéeér mataivy ¢ i €t aptaidohtd F Sl iwmiutl d coak | amd t c
secure uncert advnereyk byeeranrh b D p e dadtmj ovn sodffr dttldiesor résin td ee .

the summeoumdntlostomueat bi igcmanagement to addres
i ssues related to the vehicle use rather than a p
infrastructure maintenancetamdepmpevi e¢dinetg sf.or enha

Vi si t atoroinn gmosnhi otwsi siint careenadsed utighdathave dtimectr aimpact s

i nfrasamdicstsaaieal Addaredintaitdrnwsel y, as use increases,

overcrowding, conflict, and destietroirosr attoi ndgi sbci covpehry st
Ef fectsraolthmdlludve deni ng, erosion and trenching
of the bridges, railing systems, benches, boar dwa
mai nt arhamcenor mal and deferred maintenance (over 5

| i fespan for each feat ur e.to Duesgera dseadf e tnyf raalsa mmragu ctt huer
features provide for wat eresc.r oGtshienrg sf eaantdu rneasv i pgraotvii
resource protection such as drainages, boardwal ks
direct effect on theseméebteambkpleamaumsddgf drhei r f ul

Threct idotneirvnea twad isloélreeldyu c e vo s idtgopmidrst uni t heghaodi ot ai
recr extpiesn ence twean gi whArsd@aWietgh no dai bBytbirmstati ol
experi ences cwoauladeca hetr ki dzbewlis b & 0 endneds tce Wiwsdietdor s woul d
be able to drive theirrpemdonbBheveonge etsi ¢ whel ¢
parking area as well as thandt)®éan h®AT esnihtaensc e(dGr |
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management jnigl weagddantp atkneet ylint , on/ off rarhpd,egand ¢
behavi ori keeoooyt dnue to expand throughout the area i
ethics, and current rul edF&Sregrrrneegeu ladtoingn & .h eWittrhaao u
resource damage and negative behaviors are expect

Proposed Action

Vi sitors to Hanging Lake would be,ineseuvcatdobhhays
amand attroarnys poy stae¢ mocur i ngTheedpiebk ocmapabsty, trans|
associated reservation systems wwuwlld alte esdmit i Dthe
per mit .

Users would gain valuabl e timdmgspmartt aotni @m i prro viod drh
reservation ticket system to be more rprldpared for
expectations of this hike.

The proposed action is expected to reducedoverfl ov
along I nterstate 70. I f parking issues are allevi
people may experience | ess frustration @ahd soci al
proposed action weultg idmnmitate a daily capa

Admi ni otfr athieomsi te USsSnad ageamrygs ffhem t he parking a
presence on the trail, resource protection, enfor
i nformati on alnhderiomtoesrepr patca wiiiahiant. wirIsl enhanced opport
ahighaletyeati on experience.

The trail and its related infrastructure would se
r esuditrbeecnte feif ¢ ealhter iamfr astructure of the tread conc
control features, railing system, bteme Btersai Isi gns,
i nfrasitralicedis etrail widening, | etsrsaielAedsriromasdud nd otfr
decreased use, t hér,i drgaeiklsi n gn fsryasstternusc,t ubreenc hes , bos
need | ess annual mai nt enance. The deferred mainte
nor mal schepbéadée Fiofespan for each feature.
The sociial acftfi ectl elAmasnaagli gl i kely result in increeé
gul atuinomasnteaerdd behavi or s s hrosulwi Ible Iraewaaierdi Ggri mactei
rmi t/ r essteswiwiacth owi Isly al so result i A ahdetreasm ef

t he pr cpaodidsdpvlaasdtae@emk her hi kes in Ghéswoscd eRQpry
be reduced as visbubss deEke ahpeaorinn st bhhgesrrneast ei rvaea thiic

T T OT =
- O ™D oD

epare in advance.

n sunmapyopbsed actaderrwmettduresutiéegradati on to
i nfr asrtasucurua es . I'n addi tsi,orma,dawittilvet manmagemendd sl
actions are availabl e t o aldhder evsiss iitsosru ess € xnp ear ineonrcee
enhanced under the prhep dJS&EdE avotuil an bel tadr reattiovd.ocu
hi ker ' < eectujtigm ¢ emmased i nterpretation, education, i
presence on the trail, rather than managing the p
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Cumul ati ve Effect s

By definition, cumul ative effects are the combine
foreseeabl e act tacrtgd.onThdrtefrorad,i viechevorud d have no ¢
action. Howevaert,i omnnvdsdotc etiahhea tnpoh y s i ¢ a ler gaadnadt ieonnv i trroennnde
woul d continue.

Under the pt bopm@ed aac tirimpoa,cetattioon pbhéeeanasadageadsuacee
insti apdrn migt magfsteent t he spont anewittyh annod cfatpeaecd etny al:
reasonabl e to assume that a Glenwood Canyon compr
fut,urheowleeetr o the | imited mwembbseornadfl ypd otr,e sppreeasd ret e
i mpl ementing awomalnd ggonte hi ctalhé hayn alf f £icd ar ea.

SocHEcoNomi c

Whil e the project area a stchooucnatye ds twidtyh iamr e@a rifsi eulsde
soci oeconomic analysis (Garfield anvdi sbatgdre )s.u rAvse yp

Appendi x 2), respondents were asked to estimate t
fwhich includes Eagle County and Gardowenhtdy Cotuumd y .
area in the Afsfeeccttieadn Einnviarothemrentto descri be the exi

anal ysis area.

Affected Environment

The existing economic and soci al tClcedifteixans of th
comparison of altemomhatiheeseandi oonsdgieder atbieani n t h
exi sdemagr aphic, soci al and economic conditions ar.
(Eagle County and Garfield County in CO)oamUnl ess
the U.S. Department of Commerce, Census Bureau, A

and other official s6lDfc¢g00€é)rsevVedavei sgst een EHR
EconomMajsoer. trends and bercbmaChhieomgapial) i daina WiStt at
compl et é& ) ocuonutnyt yst ati stics are found in the projec

No-Action Alternative

Threactdlothernati ve would continue to manage the HL
withedatly capacity | imit. Due to parking issues,

to |l eave agitated and frustrated or create soci al
compromi sing the saf etyy ecsf. donh aro gy iosfi opeadriskni gnrga ni dsmspu
congestion on the trail wilfireuosnntatmedd VYiosicremtex p:¢

| f unmanaged use along the trail, at the | ake, an
degriaodnast, to the point wherefutubecliegthieemerenasoya
ext eintdreedn t he publ fadpgypadodt mitt ynatve demweri ence t his
Landmar k. Economic contri betiadriecftreeonf tifsnhthenasgpe
additional restrvicsiooass af fei i snp | reanpmlea esle wed tl tae ma
trip out to Garfield or Eagle County f cer lootchadr ac
economy. On the oftthretrhéiranrdestirfi athdkedpbttenpisal aVi ot ¢
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choose to a make a trip out to Garfield or Eagl e
expenditures ar.e retained in the area

Proposed Action

The Proposed Action of allocating and managing th
year round is aimed to protect resources, manage
t her etbiyn we ntloo csaulp ptoorutr i s m.

Quality of wvisitor experience aside, economic con
t he dapdlgiimiyt . Since visitation during the summer
hi kers per ddaayi,| yt hlBiumpietropoosecdb d.@d¢hi 6 reducti on may t
decline in recreation spending in the | ocal ar e
WwWel ] ihg secure atpammipoy dtae intomt i aedaheand ti me ¢
om a variety ofchraeds oonshesuah mes cworfk,i cts). Whe
placed HL visitors choose not to make a trip o
tial recreation expenditures are | ost. On the
e a trip out to Garfield or Eagle County for o
ri sm expenditiwmréddemay elne Whtidienddt h scenari os
e Center) showed that more than 65% of all v
he hike was the focus of the daryotshecftiirnvgtt yt;i
ave no other activities planned.

O

PO~"3T O~

Soc<oog ——
o000 cxgwn =

Scoping cammedtsoncern e
system. Spoemtnmeinetvda bt fer h
some members of the publi
fee rates wil/ be determined

a g potential fees a:
spbr twdaulod umdieedc e m

enj o ytirnagn stpho rst arteicc

subsequent effort
vey (Appendv ixsd@piormoawntghaAshagemird. .ty of survey r ec
c agdwd d | ti magtn ets &l (teor ppaeyr s$wSMs p.orTthaitsi orne pr esent s a
he total cost which existing wvriesai t(osrese io6nacvuerr adg
r

expenditures by spending categorydé, Appendi

r
t
I
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f
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s
[ [

(0] t
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Wild and Scenic Rivers
Affected Environment

The Hanging Lake Area is within the Colorado River corridor within Glenwood Canyon where two
segments of the river were found toddigible under 5(3i(1) study criteria in the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act (WSR) as part of the 2002 FLRMP plannprgcess.

The FLRMP prescribed ManagebDesi gAhAntadfiand Eécge bt
Appendix 4) to the Hanging Lake area2@il5, an interagency (BLM, USFS) WSR Suitability Study was
completedantt he Fbwesstégments on the Colorado River <cor
the forest plan managemegrescriptions remaine@oth the BLM and USFS made decisions as
documented in each agencies Record of Decision as
Oof fi ce, Resource Management Pl an, Re vhesi on, 2015,
Stakeholder Plan is elated to management of water delivery andrefated values within in the

Colorado River corridor that included USFS segments 1 and 2 (Glenwood Cédfyrompore information

on the WSR Suitability Study go https://www.fs.usda.gov/projg@project=43846 This collaborative
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partnership is in conformance with and compliments Forest Plan direction for management activities in
Glenwood Canyon and on upstream segments on the Colorado River.

The goal of the FLRMPOssmhonagdVa®Rds asedaoprmdsmtni pt
corridors identified Outstandingly Remarkabl e Val
suitability. The ORVO0s identified in thlhse segment
Hanging Lakeareac ont ai ns all the identified ORV6s and i s

direction for fARecreation Riverso states that ATH
river segments in their current conditiongsb at t heir recreation river qual
(See Appendix 4. for complete description).

No-Action Alternative

Thenoactional t ernati ve wil|l have no direct effect on t|
in Glenwood Canyon (Segment 1), nor will it affec
indirect and potential cumulative effects are reasonablybiezend could be realized under the No

Action Alternative as physical, social and administrative resource degradation will likely continue to

occur due to unlimited and increasing amounts of visitors witldrHanging Lake project area.

Hanging Lakes gdogic ORV, consisting of its relatively undisturbed travertine formation, is likely to
experienceonsiderabler irreplaceableffects if the current number of visitors continues without

enhanced management actio&Sects could also be realized to theeas scenic values that are tied to
Hanging Lakeds wunique geologic display. Hanging L
publicizedscenic values.

In addition, ongoing management issues and concerns related to grafiitiand fadity degradation

are likely to escalate if current management issues are not addressed. Without enhaiteed on
management actions such as cables, barriers, interpretation signing, ranger presence, etc., damage to the
areas sensitive and vulnerable ggoddeatures at the Lake and Spouting Rock could result in cumulative
and irreversible impacts to this part of the WSR corridor. Assumptions can be made that under the no
action alternativer i s i réceatidnal experien@nd valuewill continue to degaide as crowding,

congestion, andesource degradation continues.

In summary, while thesdirect and indirecéffects may be realized on 128 acres within the Hanging Lake

project area, the overall deter mi ngnmeitsalmand@6n AEIl i gi
the Colorado River until future WSR studies eithe
AfSuitabl eod, or release it from further study.

Proposed Action

The proposed action would result in both shortlang-termdirect and indirect effects to the WSR

ORVOs within segment 1 on the Col or advbichRouder and
mai ntain and pot e n.timpkmentationeohtie proposadtiontvaild @RIVID s

direct effects as eesult of the area being managed to a daily capacity year round. Managing to a daily
capacity would result in decreased resource degradation to physical, social and administrative resources.

In addition, with the proposed adaptive management strategyipretfuture resource damage will be

more responsive. Wi th a decrease in the sheer vol
would be protected and potentially improved over the long term, thereby preserving and perpetuating the
segments WR eligibility and potential future designation as stated in the 2002 FLRMP.
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It can be assumed that cumulative effects will be realized within the Hanging Lake project area with the
combined results of past effortdational Park Service National Naturandscape designation, Colorado
Natural Heritage Program (CNHP) Conservation Adeatification/recommendations, and current

planning efforts found in: the WRNF Forest Plan, Upper Colorado WSR Stakeholder Group Plan, and
with future management directiontime Hanging Lake Management Pl&eneficialeffects are expected
through the above suite of administrative management direction to the areas identified scenic, geologic,
and recreationdDRVs.

In summary, the proposed action will meet the intent o¥¥%R Act in that the corridors identified

ORVGO6s wildl be administr at i Vhelprgposed actipreicirt conformanted t her
with the Forests LRMPSpecifically, the proposed action will maintain the corridors WSR eligibility or

suitabiity, and preserve the areas identified Outstanding Remarkable V&ines.there are no

significant negative direct or indirect effects expected to WSR resources as a result of the proposed

action, there are no expected cumulative effects, above thénbasmhdition, associated with the

proposed action.

Heritage

Af fected Environment

The cultural resources within the Hanging Lake Management Plan project area consist of the Hanging
Laketrail shelter and portions of the Hanging Lake trail (steps, @slinhat were constructed by the

Civilian ConservatiorCorpin the 1930s. Hanging Lakeai s peci al pl aced which as
has a cultural/spiritual value for many people.

Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1868°Q), Federal agencies are
required to take into account the effects of a Federal undertaking that is eligible to or listed in the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP). n36 CFR A800.

(a)(1)No potetial to cause effectdf the undertaking is a type of activity that does not have the
potential to cause effects on historic properties, assuming such historic properties were present,
the agency official has no further obligations under section 106sopait.

No Action Alternative

A Noction AlternativeHWwbphd mhbhtsi mptemaeanti vhewoul d
conditions that further threWttemhouthea cuéduwatailonm es

overcrowding,urtelse alhiosntgont ihe fHaatgi ng Lake Trail wil
and other vandalism. The fAspecial placedo aspect o
be i mpacted by current and futurerowaerddnadowdiamg un

regul ati oind reexseaautcad.on

Proposed Action
UndemrHLtiipen as WF Bpoeotbdif awi lble cooWFBBENnheei wagbh staff

devel op anhawemgkknmnesset at i on atnhde ecduul ctautri aoHLasri e geasr dw in
hel p monitor those sites and devel op masagkment sa
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TheLl pn wi | | reduce impacts tarée¢hebyulimiralngedaiul
Hanginge-aalbeyd usi ng a pehmrefong dgst emsmmaotpot ent
hi stori Eewepaecpnlegsbewsrtompacts to historic featur
di sturbance, rnoemodiafli odt hostoric features.

I n sunmdlblypnti s not an undertaking that will caus:e
use permitting action that wildl phevWRBFI essi hmpa
compliance wit hNaSecotniadn Hl 0s& oaTihdt dPerad 9§ egrnsa twii d h  Atr ¢
and federal policies and | aws that protect cul tur
management stratedywiwoul c¢diucadri por,ataend cul tur al r
result in beneficialSiaftfeecdtherto acel nwr ali gmédocnrmne
effects expected to heritage r esroeurncoe se xapse cat erde scuul n
effects, above the baseline condition, associated

Lands and Realty

Af fected Environment
I n addition-otwmetdhé¢ alaeddempainl whi ch Hanging Lake and

are |l ocated, thefFedaeralt wo opaerdel svhao fc hRdireevset a dir
Servimaerdadagement of Omec peataitctieldendrIst s sRubl i ¢ Service Cc
(PSCa utility subsidtcalhy eftthtrelpaBErcerigy s titled t

of TransporBathopa(€bPOSF) are | ocated innthaedbottom
segnmes of the Col or adloheRiPSCGo apnadr clenlt earlsstoatien c710u.d e s
Lakear/pat Hiong while the CDOTepawvpéibhaonl afieshéehHBa
Lake Trail

he Forest Serv-ofewayhelhdemantr aicl o islgdivess tC DsOeTg mearr tc:
hHekangi ng IlLExke tTrnagi IUSFS SpediSdliPnUs eAummedi aatei amn:
ermit toelPls€ad folreotvra cl eua s dcidtroymul raisreded] éh @erl 4 & S

f highway easement deed to CDOT for Interstate 7

NeActi on Al ternative

I f the Proposed Action is not implemented, and cu
LanReal ty program should ensure that agency acti ol
with the terms of the a48&85donrteewiftecbraes bmenpef abmo@D
various existing special use authorizations | iste

Proposed Action

As di s c u srsoepdoHsieindamuhme mpew $ ons  wi | | needparot nerkse tpH aat
have managemeeads ateshaompiibgdeekeo i mpl emehnt al | el e
i niftiryaear | ease fr oim ICDKDEG d ®n &JESWIST evhpwod €t & sasnidng by

Regi on -Redlathydspri mgroamder to ensure camgl agecey with
pol iiimisl ar Ipy otcleeReliaahgdya mrwagu!l d al so be fruetquurier ed f
|l and egthadhgéee title

actions taking place

Addi tional l ands and realty
(FHWA) actions, who wil/ p |

Hi ghway Administration
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he Hanging Lakes ASafedgygc Rmsnt &Arieanm wewsl dnmade¢ é d nt
HWA but would not require an official approval a
i sposals of interstate ROW changes to interstat.
ebantfair market val ue, FHWA woul d have to appr o)
ec

t
F
d
I
n essary, FHWA wppitdveeadCabegewvi eal aExcl usi on.

Wil dlife
Affected Environment

The analysis area has alevation range from 6,086 to 7,156 feet. The vegetation adjacent to th@ddang
Lake and Spouting Rockdils is composed primarily of Douglas fPgeudotsuga menzidsiengelmann
spruce Picea engelmanrjij andnarrowleafcottonwood Populusangustifolig with a shrub component
(including redosier dogwood@ornussericeg and Rocky Mountain mapl@cer glabrun).

NeAction and Proposed Action Alternati v

Thkel ac k Cypseloides niger tihse tohnrleyat e n e do,r epnrdeapnegseerdesd, and USF
Regi on 2 s ethat may bevnBuerequ bycprogosed managemeiurescin the Hanging Lake

areaand was the only species further anal yhed BfAd BEt
(found i n t hweerper onoetc tf ur@ichoejre atn aa cytzievdi taises woul d n
there are no vegetation management activities ass
for species that are not knowa, oandufpecwlkeidchonoc:
i s present.

Black Swift

Black swifts areneotropicalmigrants that winter in Central and South America and breed in North

America. They nest in sheltered crevices or ledges on cliff faces, caves, or, uniquety wakifalls.

For the latter, they make their clike nests using moss materials found around waterfalls, and in
Coloradgthe nests are on averagd® f ee't high, but up to 1006, t o a
Black swifts arrive in Colorado later than other migrants, typically in June and begin incubating eggs

(they lay a single egg) in early July. Black swifts return to the same nesting sites each year (Wiggins,

2004).

Prior year surveys have found black #svnesting behind Spouting Rock Falls and Bridal Veil falls, most
recently in 2005. In 2017, surveyors did not find any sign that black swifts were nesting at Bridal Veil
Falls or behind Spouting Rock.

In summary, here would be no impatt the black wift as a result of either the no action or the proposed
action alternatives. This is because there are no proposed vegetation management activities that would
affect water levels or prey availability, visitation levels would remain high at 615 visitodapéthough

lower than current estimates), and adisturbance buffer has not been implemented around Spouting
Rock Falls.

There areefrdeecxipsgat e deas a resul wi lod ! ithheea bipbatichp o s e d
physical aingd é&x pé otge & atlro ibmep rnBavenctea itnheedr e ar e no si
direct or indirwicltdleiSfbmacteseapeatedsubt of the pr
expected cumul ative effectatedbwveht hbebpsepoaedc
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Agquatics
Af fected Environment

The analysis area includes the Dead Horse Creek w
Col orado River on USFKollywnC@rso osn Raregem Dihet rElagtl e
Col orado.

NeAction and Proposed Action Alternati v

The greenback cutthcrlaatkotnisahedn f gQrec ad hyne¢huseat ened
or proposed aquae¢ei Whistpe cRiew e fTchkea tchi acbmi atltalt F oirne ste.ad H
characterized by sdwddpgurddisdnth addbdacigpined Lalpe i s

considered to bBleweratural hge fé&&Wwi talsastnidveee rbT sokodke kter o u
Col orado River provides betetde tbyngautia lrviet yf i hsahb istpaetc i beus
Greenback/ green |l ineage cutthroat trout are not | c
asr @astuhdr e woul d obd hreo gefefeendbtasc k cutctl lastkaini asoat (
result of the proposmeddmtneageméenme. plan or a no

Wat er diversion projettistmayfakhecpelakist &toufnadr i B
downstream of the White SRinvceer nNoa tw aat nearl adBespol eebt &i t obndsu
t he proposed manaagcetmeonn &lltaenr noart itvhee, brodiomyqdt Geiflifaect s 0
el epan€ol omiandmow i kRtlywcdiocsheimpbbacky pthabn@dGirlaaor bac
sucker (Xgxawmwedhen

A reewiwas conducted of available information to as
and ecologi cal requirements, and determine whethe
analysis. Sources of inf ogomrtd s nammhyf iilned ,udteh & 03 tec
Program database, state wildlife agency informati
No further analysis is needed for species that ar
for which mnoasui Nalpseistabl e habitat is found with
todduitabl e but ium oprtdppatredd) thi aadhiatieavté e®@ B uat ed.
Leopard Frogs

Lake/ wetland habitat is present at Hanging Lake t
t he | ageasesreweeyns condu cCtod drayd oUPRS ks and Wil dlife,
Heritage iPRrlogriassms havtehdéranlleao p ab adyH ety goss s® R atnhgee r
Di strict I n additi on, there have been nol feporte
they ever occurredntahenve, brivekstookitnguodfatdndmave e

Fish species

Suitable habitat g A iamntnes tnwkuetth) uembeedashhak gc Rad,
Colorado River cutthroat trout throughokltanmel pro
mout h suckeswus kaefrdowenldéaad | are found in the Colorado
proj edHdtowawvea., the emtaablvies i mesmt tdfatnammp eti & uwiet h
|l ess t han iTdhe®ahlo sddoannkiatlisoon sc.ond rh dluit teast t ©t rab dctewuree b
hydrol ogical taMdoéest aine s$empersathhawve nceHolbyeen doc
Cross Rangdéarer Bikentomiacptu.l at i ons obfl uGo Iloirnaedaog eRicvuetrt/h r
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found onHohey Emags$t e Raoonwesmre nzi satrrei dto,cat edl hreear t he
intent of the manahdea mk gt tmlea®hi $ hteo Hid@ihigirteg alt &k e oa
significant changes to stream dtadd twitt feitt hies Pprosp
action aSlttreeramma thiavve .t at woul d be maintained by the
actionacoiromoal ternatives.

Based on the discussoonmpbbtteechehdrasswtaiesdCalt os}
fl anneslumokuetrh ( Cat opfi omasnt ai n s pt k&eyr)or@autnbdst saci nhu s
chub (Gila robusta), ColoradbaRlkeeni cnbaedbhean te
frog (Lpitphoghradre shaod e(aAnaxyrus boreas boreas) or t
proposed -action afttmeonatives.

o
h

There areerdfeecxipsgat eddeas a result of the proposed
and biologica&l mas n@hrap@metdteldien ® &ore no significant
effects expected to aquatic resources as a resul:t
effects, above the baseline condition, associated

Soils and Geol ogy

Affected Environment

The Hanging Lake p ri ses an area o
r eas of Cryorthe
t the Hanging | ak

oject area comp
( WRNF) . Rock outc with small ar
Cryobodal makeoiup
are within the Ent

i

(USDA Forest Servi

p

e substrate of

sol s soil order which means th
e, unpubrlyioblbead |l dastids).i illsn as mpalels
o]
g

Mol I'i sol soil due the addition of organic mate
maj ority of the Ha ing |l ake area, rock outcrop f
cliffrs dgemd The | ake itself is composed of traver
di ssolved. The textures of the soils in the area,
sandy | oami qanrdt éehratv eo fa ¢ adasr.s eDrraad cnka gfer acgnaesns r at i ng
typically wel bdibbfaltimheed .soTiHe sur facedidcay thirepdrod dhel
however, remoivah od@r baganheri zons often exposes mi
Maitenance of soil or ganhor inrEaant eirn taengdr istuyr fiasc ep a0 aanmc
erosion, compaction, and hydrol ogy problems poten

recreation.

No AcAtlitcermr v a

Theemctalotnernati ve wowawhd alhkciowiatcserd wcsertotconti nue

i mpact the soil resource on the trail., around Han
exposetdhwd demf nghe ttrraaill atmrdadvesfifand Idi sepl ace due t o
vegetation coverTphpeéddse nat vie@gnyemrddiwvec rieemur ce as es
of soil formation range from . 0OBr6o scino nt oc a u0sOe0d7 8b yc
recreartiiosn aonwei rreversi bl e and i rTrheet rlioeswa lolfe sood rhmi
and miner al mat tmeap atnedn teiaa ltlhy nmiada eafifasslest by soil or

accompahmee gsngr datwit he of t lyesastersg e sa,nds Hrouwkbss, on f or est

24



Hangi ng LakePIMan aEgnevmmermotn ment al As

Proposed Action

The proposed action will generally reverse the current adverse environmental impacts-tisat day
recreation has on soil resources in the Hanfiige area. By limiting the number of visitors along the
trail, there will be less trail widening, compaction from foot traffic, aneraif travel. Studies done by
the Volpe center has informed the Forest Service that with the increasing amount of visitors on the
Hanging Lake trail there is more remowdilground vegetation cover, litter, and topsoil lost which
exposes bare ground. Exposed bare ground causesusiggptibilityto erosion and slope instability. The
proposed action will serve as a positeféectthat will address soil and other biophysical aofs from
high visitation

Botany

Af fected Environment

Hanging Lake is composed of travertine, created w
Leadville Formation (through which Dead tdioegse Cr e

travertAoeotdiyegsto ClHPuppoOB8Y, anhexsell ent occul
i mperiled hanging gar dehna ppelraig uchammgepb. t if heS sl It iev a
contains a good occuer r(e&3c/eS 2dpfo xgoladt bdamlel Yo sv welr n elroglwlo o
ri parian forest s(eAdidcieiasegsnadobtnCogueusand rare ripa
occurersenin the sThite oift Chd ot adogabbdiogsabakhygesgsul n
pl ant subspeciesuyl t Heahtdmagipradgvagaun eyrs iwihi ch i s ende
to western Colorado.

No Action Alternative

Threactdlother nati ve would persist caseenhespot eniteiga

i nvasive splfcitbet® opemtistes to be an increase i
t here could be®rma snteograitciale oicncpuarcrtences of gl obally
hangi ngsugea@embl| hapemwamgiuir pFferi t he WRNF sensitive
increase in invasive species could outcompete nat
negative i mpact on these specieenst.i fFyu tWIRNeF nsaetnisviet ipv
At this time there are no known individuals or po

|l esser spadard!| edarf raspberry.

Proposed Action

The proposed action would limit soil compaction angrove soil health. Native plant viability and
distribution wouldimprove with healthier soil$zor the WRNF sensitive species, the action area contains
lake/wetland habitat that could be occupied by various sedges including lesser panicled sedge (Carex
diandrg. Theproposed action would limit the compaction near sundoundinghe wetlands, therefore
improving soil health and habitat conditions for sedges. Suitable habitat potentially exists for dwarf
raspberry Rubusarcticussubsp. Acaulis)Hanging lake area would be at the loweneal@on range for

this speciedlf individuals were found, improved soil and vegetation conditions evallbw individuals

to persist.

Based on the discuss above and no known documentagturrences, indirect, direct irmagts or
cumulative impacts, there would he impactto dwarf raspberrgr lesser panicled sedge.
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The Forest Service consulted the following individuals, Federal, State, Tribal, and local agencies during
the development of this environmental assessment.

Garfield and Eagle Couies

Colorado Parks and Wildliféel'rails Program
Colorado Department of Traportation
Federal Highways

Colorado State Patrol

U.S. Department of Transportatialohn A. Volpe CentéYolpe Center
Roaring Fork Transportation Authority
Glenwood Springs Fire Department

Garfield County Search and Rescue
Glenwood Springs City Council

Glenwood Springs Tourism Promotion Board
National Park Service

White Mountain National Forest

Zion National Park

Roaring Fork Volunteers

Volunteers for Outdoor Colorado
ForestConserancy

Rocky Mountain Youth Corps
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